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OFFICE ACTION SUMMARY 

□ Responsive to communication (s) filed on 



□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits Is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayie, 1935 D.C. 11; 453 O.G 213. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3 month(s) or thjrW d 

^^^^^7°^ ° f thiS ~ nicati °n. Failu re to respond wrthin the perio d for response 1 else 

TiSST 6 aband ° ned (35 U S C - § 133) - Extensions of time ™* be obtained under the provisions of ^ CFR 

Disposition of Claims 

^CIaim(s) / - -2° 

„ . 7— is/are pending in the application. 

Of the above, claim(s) . , ; 

□ Claim (s) " " 6 w,thdrawn from consideration, 

"STcialmd) /-JlO " ___is/are allowed. 

□ Claim(s) ■ .is/are rejected. 

□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

■ _ are subject to restriction or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

□ The drawing(s) filed on . ■ _ is/are objected , Q by ^ 

U The proposed drawing correction, filed on i, n an „ r „„ Q/( n * 

□ The specification is objected ,o by the Exarn^eT " " D D dlSa P proved - 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 
\Z} received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*Certified copies not received: 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e). 
Attachment(s) 

JlS^Notice of Reference Cited, PTO-892 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Interview Summary, PTO-4 13 

[^Notice of Draftperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 
Q Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-1 52 

-SEE OFFICE ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES- 

PTOL-326 (Rav. 9/96} 

# U.S.GPO: 1996-421-632/40206 
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1. While an inventor may prosecute the application, lack of skill in this field 
usually acts as a liability in affording the maximum protection for the invention 
disclosed. Applicant is advised to secure the services of a registered patent attorney 
or agent to prosecute the application, since the value of a patent is largely 
dependent upon skillful preparation and prosecution. The Office cannot aid in 
selecting an attorney or agent. 

Applicant is advised of the availability of the publication "Attorneys and 
Agents Registered to Practice Before the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office." This 
publication is for sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government 
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 



3. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the prior art discussed in the specification in view of Martin et al (US 4,160,246). 

The specification states that the particle detecting systems intended to be 
used in the claimed invention are prior art. On page 1 of the specification, for 
instance, it is stated that "[s]uch devices, mostly using microprocessor processing 
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systems and/or computers, are well known . . .". The admitted prior art, as 
illustrated by figures 1 and 2 in the specification, uses wires to connect the 
detectors to the control and/or processing electronics. 

It is known in the art that the connection of a detector for airborne particles 
can communicate with a remote station which includes electronics by means of 
wireless communication systems. This is shown by Martin et al, which uses radio 
communication to send signals from optical particle detectors to a central 
annunciator. Although Martin et al does not show including a computer at the 
receiving station to process the data received, the use of a computer to process the 
data is well known in the art and placing it at the receiver would have been obvious 
because it would require only once computer for all of the detectors and the power 
required to run the computer would be more readily available at the central station 
than at the battery powered detector stations. 

Once the concept of sending information by a wireless channel between a 
detector sation and a central station is known, suing the same technique to send 
information in the other direction to control the detector station would have been 
obvious; two-way radio communication is well known. 



4. Applicant has submitted, on 29 January 1998, a lengthy information 
disclosure statement. However, it appears that no copies of the cited references 
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were provided as required by 37 CFR 1.98(a)(2). Because no copies have been 
provided, particularly given the number of listed documents, the documents listed 
on the information disclosure statement have not been considered. Copies of any 
documents that applicant particularly desires to be considered need to be 
submitted. 



5. Papers related to this application may be submitted to Group 2800 by 
facsimile transmission. The faxing of such papers must conform to the notice 
published in the Official Gazette, 1096 OG 30 (15 November 1989). The fax 
number is (703) 308-7722. 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to R. A. Rosenberger whose telephone number is 
(703) 308-4804. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 



0956. 



R. A. Rosenberger 
20 October 1998 




